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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 USC. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. Applicants have amended their claims to recite that the leaves 
are shredded. This limitation could not be found in the specification and therefore it is 
considered to embody new matter. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 is indefinite because the scope of the phrase "about" is unknown. 
Applicants argue that because the term is found in patented claims, that it is use is always 
proper and definite. The term is a relative term which renders the claim indefinite. The 
term is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
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ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 3-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Steinkraus (Indigenous Fermented Foods, pp.389-97) in view of Applicants' admissions 
(pages 1-6) and in further view of Partida et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,846,333)("Partida") for 
the reasons set forth in the last Office action. 

Applicants have amended the claimed to insert the limitations of claims 2 and 3 
into independent claim 1 . The rejection stands as set forth in the last Office action, as the 
limitations were previously rejected. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Curtis E. Sherrer, Esq. whose telephone number is 571 - 
272-1406. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday, 8AM-6:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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